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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

Claims 7-21,32, and 33 are objected to because of the following informalities: In claim 
7, line 10, "first edge" should be "the first edge of the main body" to make it clear that the 
applicant is referring to the first edge of the body and not the first edge of the back rest portion. 
In claim 7, lines 24-25, "the first and second edge" should apparently be "the first and second 
edges of the back rest portion" to make it clear which first and second edges the applicant is 
referring to, i.e. back rest portion or the main body. In claim 15, line 8, "potion" should be 
"portion". In claim 15, lines 10 and 12, "the main body" should apparently be "the back rest 
portion". In claim 33, line 1, "The apparatus" should apparently be "The folding chair". In 
claim 33, line 2, "the upper edge of the main body" should apparently be "an upper edge of the 
main body" since there is no antecedent basis for "the upper edge of the main body". In claim 
33, line 3, "the lower edge of the main body" should apparently be "a lower edge of the main 
body" since there is no antecedent basis for "the lower edge of the main body". Appropriate 
correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claims 7-13,15-21,32, and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Henry (U.S. Patent No. 1,355,669) in view of Neal (U.S. Patent No. 5,779,317). 

Henry shows in figures 1-3 a seat fastening device for a chair comprising a seat portion 
(4), a main body (the bottom plate of seat 2, see figure 2), a padded portion (the top surface and 
center cushion portion of seat 2) covering the main body, a first retainer (1, the retainer on the 
right side of figure 2) attached to a first edge (the first edge is considered to be the edge farthest 
to the right in figure 2) and a second retainer (1, the retainer on the left side in figure 2) attached 
to a second edge (the second edge is considered to be the edge farthest to the left in figure 2) for 
attaching the main body to the seat portion. The first and second retainers are considered to be 
"attached" to the respective first and second edges of the main body since the retainers are 
secured to the main body and hence are therefore "attached" to the first and second edges 
through the plate portion of the main body. The first edge of the main body is considered to be 
the edge toward the right in figure 2 engaged by the portion 3 of the retainer 1 . The second edge 
of the main body is considered to be the edge toward the left in figure 2 engaged by the portion 3 
of the retainer 1. Henry does not disclose whether the chair is a folding chair, using the fastening 
device to removable attach a padded back to the back rest portion, and attaching a message to the 
padding. Neal shows in figure 1-9 the idea of removably attaching a padded portion (1 1) to a 
seat portion (3) and a padded portion (30) to a back rest portion (8), placing a message on the 
padded portion (picture of flowers or other message) and making the chair in the form of a 
folding chair, see column 1, lines 4-6. In view of the teachings of Neal it would have been 
obvious to one in the art to modify Henry by making the chair in the form of a folding chair since 
this would allow the chair to be stored and transported in an easier and more convenient manner. 
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In view of the teachings of Neal it would have been obvious to one in the art to modify Henry by 
removably attaching a padded back to the back rest portion since this would allow the padded 
back to be attached to and removed from the back rest in an easier and faster manner and would 
allow the decorative back to be changed as desired as taught by Neal, column 4, lines 2-13. In 
view of the teachings of Neal it would have been obvious to one in the art to modify Henry by 
attaching a message to the padded portion since this would create a more aesthetically pleasing 
display. In regard to claim 8, it would have been an obvious manner of design choice to make 
the retainers from plastic since the applicant fails to define any advantage to making the retainers 
from plastic and the metal retainers taught by Henry would work equally well. In regard to 
claim 9, it would have been an obvious manner of design choice to make the main body from 
plastic since the applicant fails to define any advantage to making the main body from plastic 
and the main body (wood or metal) taught by Henry would work equally well. It is considered 
within one skilled in the art to make the main body any thickness as desired. Henry shows in 
figures 2 and 3 that the retainers include biased hooks (5,6). In regard to claim 12, the padded 
portion is considered to be contoured to the back rest portion of the chair. In regard to claim 13, 
Henry shows in figure 2 that the padded portion is attached to the main body by a plurality of 
fasteners. In regard to claim 15, the edges upon which the retainers (1) are attached are 
considered to be the upper and lower edges as broadly defined. In regard to claims 18 and 21, 
Henry does not disclose the use of a plurality of chairs. Neal discloses in column 1, lines 35-50 
and column 4, lines 23-30 that a plurality of the folding chairs are manufactured. Further, it is 
conventional in the art that a plurality of folding chairs are used together, i.e. church halls, school 
auditoriums, birthday parties, weddings, etc. In view of the teachings of Neal it would have been 
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obvious to one in the art to modify Henry by using a plurality of the folding chairs together since 
this would allow a large group of people to be provided with seating in a more convenient and 
less expensive manner. In regard to claim 1 8, the folding chairs "can be" stacked together. In 
regard to claims 32 and 33, the first edges of the backrest portion and the first edge of the main 
body of Henry are considered to be oriented towards the top of the backrest portion and the 
second edge of the backrest portion and the second edge of the main body of Henry are 
considered to be oriented towards the bottom of the backrest portion. For example, depending 
where the retainers are placed on the main body and back rest portion of the chair, the vertical or 
horizontal edges of the back rest portion, the first and second edges of both the backrest portion 
and the main body would be similar to the applicant's arrangement when placed on the 
horizontal edges or when placed on the vertical edges the respective first and second edges 
would still include portions "oriented towards 5 ' the top and bottom of the backrest portion. 

Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Henry (U.S. 
Patent No. 1,355,669) in view of Neal (U.S. Patent No. 5,779,317) as applied to claim 13 above 
and further in view of Frobose (U.S. Patent No. 4,566,735) or Lissner (U.S. Patent No. 
4,747,011). 

Henry discloses the idea of attaching the padding to the rear surface of the main body 
with fasteners but does not disclose whether the fasteners are in the form of staples. Frobose 
shows in figure 2 the use of staples (19) to secure padding to a main body. Lissner shows in 
figure 7 the use of staples (86) to secure padding to a main body. In view of the teachings of 
Frobose or Lissner it would have been obvious to one in the art to modify Henry by using staples 
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to attach the padding since this would allow the padding to be attached to the main body in a 
faster, easier, and less expensive manner. 

Claims 7-13,15-21,32, and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Fitzgerald (U.S. Patent No. 1,847,605) in view of Neal (U.S. Patent No. 5,779,317) and 
Taylor (U.S. Patent No. 4,884,353). 

Fitzgerald shows in figures 10 and 12 a seat fastening device for a chair comprising a 
back rest portion (25), a main body (24), a first retainer (8) attached to a first edge and a second 
retainer (7) attached to a second edge for attaching the main body to the back rest portion. The 
first and second retainers are considered to be flexible since they are made out of sheet metal 
which is known to be flexible. Fitzgerald does not disclose whether the chair is a folding chair 
and attaching padding to the main body. Neal shows in figure 1-9 the idea of removably 
attaching a padded portion (1 1) to a seat portion (3) and a padded portion (30) to a back rest 
portion (8), placing a message on the padded portion (picture of flowers or other message) and 
making the chair in the form of a folding chair, see column 1, lines 4-6. Taylor shows in figures 
1 and 3 a plastic main body (12) which includes padding (60,62) and a sign panel (14) with 
indicia thereon. In view of the teachings of Neal it would have been obvious to one in the art to 
modify Fitzgerald by making the chair in the form of a folding chair since this would allow the 
chair to be stored and transported in an easier and more convenient manner. In view of the 
teachings of Taylor it would have been obvious to one in the art to modify Fitzgerald by 
replacing the main body with the type taught by Taylor including padding (60,62) and a sign 
with indicia thereon since this would allow the message being displayed by the main body to be 
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changed in an easier and faster manner. In regard to claim 8, it would have been an obvious 
manner of design choice to make the retainers from plastic since the applicant fails to define any 
advantage to making the retainers from plastic and the metal retainers taught by Fitzgerald would 
work equally well. In regard to claim 9, Taylor discloses the idea of making the main body 
from plastic and it is considered within one skilled in the art to make the main body any 
thickness as desired. In regard to claims 10 and 11, Fitzgerald shows in figures 2,3,5, and 7 that 
the retainers include biased hooks. In regard to claim 12, the padded sign is considered to be 
contoured to the back rest portion of the chair. In regard to claim 13, as broadly defined, the 
surface upon which the padding (60,62) is attached is considered to be the "rear surface". In 
regard to claim 15, the edges upon which the retainers (7,8) are attached are considered to be the 
upper and lower edges, see figure 12. In regard to claims 18 and 21, Fitzgerald does not disclose 
the use of a plurality of chairs. Neal discloses in column 1, lines 35-50 and column 4, lines 23- 
30 that a plurality of the folding chairs are manufactured. Further, it is conventional in the art 
that a plurality of folding chairs are used together, i.e. church halls, school auditoriums, birthday 
parties, weddings, etc. In view of the teachings of Neal it would have been obvious to one in the 
art to modify Fitzgerald by using a plurality of the folding chairs together since this would allow 
a large group of people to be provided with seating in a more convenient and less expensive 
manner. In regard to claim 18, the folding chairs "can be" stacked together. In regard to claims 
32 and 33, the first edge of the backrest portion and the first edge of the main body of Fitzgerald 
are considered to be oriented towards the top of the backrest portion and the second edge of the 
backrest portion and the second edge of the main body of Fitzgerald are considered to be 
oriented towards the bottom of the backrest portion, see figure 12. 
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Response to Arguments 

The applicant argues that the cited references do not teach a padded sock that can be 
positioned over a backrest portion in the manner defined in claim 7. The examiner disagrees 
since claim 7 is still broad enough that Henry in view of Neal reads on claim 7 as described by 
the examiner in the 103 rejection above and Fitzgerald in view of Neal and Taylor also reads on 
claim 7 as described by the examiner in the 103 rejection above. 

The applicant argues that Fitzgerald fails to show first and second retainers formed of a 
flexible material that allows the user to urge the at least first and second retainers into and out of 
engagement with the first and second edges as defined in claim 7. The examiner disagrees since 
the first and second retainers of Fitzgerald are considered to be flexible since they are made out 
of sheet metal which is known to be flexible, see page 1, lines 72-80. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Brian K. Green whose telephone number is (703) 308-101 1 . The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7am-3 :30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lesley Morris can be reached on (703) 308-0629. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




BRIAN K. GREEN 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 
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